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Introduction
The body of research on anti-immigrant sentiments, negative views, hostility and public support for implementation of exclusionary practices toward out-group populations in European societies has grown rapidly over the two last decades and has became substantial (Coenders, 2001; Ceobanu and Escandell, 2010; Gorodzeisky and Semyonov, 2009; Kunovich, 2004; Quilian, 1995; Pettigrew, 1998; Scheepers, Gijsberts and Coenders, 2002; Gorodzeisky, 2006, 2008) . At the same time, most studies on the topic have not distinguished conceptually between public support for exclusion and other form of hostility towards foreigners and have unfortunately used the terms prejudice, discriminatory attitudes, hostility, anti-foreigner sentiment and exclusionary views interchangeably. In contrast, this paper -following the argument developed by Gorodzeisky and Semyonov (2009) -treats 'support for exclusion' as a concept that is distinct from other forms of hostility. The paper focuses on public support for 'exclusion of foreigners from social system', or, in terms of the ethnic antagonism theory (Bonancich 1972) , 'exclusion movement' -a strategy that constitutes attempts and efforts by majority group members to prevent the physical presence of out-groups in the country.
In this paper I suggest that the economic standing of foreigners' country of origin may become a ground (or criteria) for the emergence of an inclination to exclude an out-group population from the country. I further argue that exclusionary attitudes based on the In what follows, first, I draw my hypothesis from theoretical considerations and previous research on the topic; second, I describe the data and variables; third, I present a descriptive overview of the data and estimate a series of bi-level logistic regressions to examine the effect of individual-and country-level characteristics on the different categories of support for exclusion; and fourth, I discuss the findings in the light of sociological literature and the context of modern European society.
Theoretical considerations and previous research
The 'competitive threat' theoretical model suggests that exclusionary attitudes and hostility towards foreign populations are a result of fear of competition and perceived threats posed by the out-group population to the interests of the in-group population in social and economic arenas, and, especially, in the labor market (e.g. Blalock, 1967; Gorodzeisky and Semyonov 2009; Quillian, 1995; Olzak, 1992; Semyonov, Raijman and Yom Tov, 2002) .
Immigrants from relatively rich countries are more likely to be perceived at the collective level as a source of economic competition with members of the majority population in the labor market, than immigrants from relatively poor countries. The former group of immigrants is likely to have skills and human capital resources that are similar to the local population, and they are therefore, in a better position to compete over high skilled, professional and well-paid jobs. In contrast, immigrants from relatively poor countries are less likely to have the skills, human capital and economic resources needed for high status jobs and lucrative occupations. Therefore, they usually take menial low-paying jobs that natives are not willing to perform (King, 1997; Semyonov and Gorodzeisky, 2004; Stalker, 1994) . Thus, they are less likely to compete with the local population over high-status and desirable positions.
Following the logic embodied in the 'competitive threat' theoretical model I would expect more support for the exclusion of immigrants from relatively rich European countries than for immigrants from relatively poor European countries. However, I expect support for the exclusion of immigrants from rich and poor countries to vary on the basis of the economic conditions of the country of destination. Previous studies have revealed that, in general, opposition to immigration is influenced by economic conditions in the host country -opposition and negative views are more pronounced in depressed economies than in prosperous economies (e.g. Blalock, 1967; Coenders, Gijsberts and Scheepers 2004; Kunovich, 2004; Semyonov, Raijman and Gorodzeisky 2006) . In comparison to immigrants from poor countries, immigrants from relatively rich countries are more likely to be viewed as having appropriate human capital attributes, educational skills and economic resources that are suitable more for the economy of the host country. Likewise, they are less likely to be viewed as a cause of crime and delinquency and as abusers and exploiters of the welfare system. Therefore, according to this logic, it is reasonable to expect greater support for the admission of immigrants from relatively rich countries and greater objection to the admission of immigrants from relatively poor countries, especially in host countries that are not economically prosperous.
Indeed, differential preferences of immigrants from relatively rich and poor European countries can interact with the characteristics of host countries and become rather complicated in the light of findings that demonstrate that out-group populations are often viewed as a threat to the interests of the in-group population, not only in the labor market but also to security, the welfare system, the housing market, and education (Bobo and Hutching, 1996; Faist 1994; Raijman, Semyonov and Schmidt 2003; Scheepers, Gisberts and Coenders 2002) . Therefore, arguments on preferences of immigrants from rich and poor European countries might be driven for both directions, in a part, due to the differences in the economic standing of host countries. The present paper attempts to examine the differential preferences of immigrants from relatively rich and poor countries by examining both the level and the sources of attitudes towards the admission/exclusion of immigrants from European countries.
The exclusive focus on exclusionary attitudes towards European immigrants allows us to reduce heterogeneity among out-group populations in terms of race, ethnicity and cultural distance from majority members of host societies, which, in turn, reduces to some extent any inter-correlation between the geo-cultural dimension and economic standing of country of origin. At the same time, the study of attitudes towards European immigrants allows us to examine exclusionary attitudes towards the principal group of foreigners in Europe. At the beginning of the 21st century in most European countries (included in the study) the majority of foreigners were Europeans from another country (Salt, 2005) 
Data and Variables
The data for the present analysis were obtained from the first round of the European Social 
Analysis and Findings
Descriptive Overview Table 1 displays a distribution of Europeans across the four categories of support for exclusion on the basis of an immigrant's country of origin economic standing, by economic condition of host country. I divided 21 host European countries into three groups, based on their economic standing. Relatively rich (wealthy) countries with GDP per capita more than 20,000$; middle-range countries with GDP between 11,000 and 20,000$; and relatively poor countries with GDP per capita of 10,000$ and less.
The data displayed in Table 1 
Multivariate analysis
Although interesting and informative, the descriptive data cannot tell us whether the variation across countries in support for exclusion that is based on the economic standing of foreigners' country of origin is due to cross-national differences in the socioeconomic composition of the populations or due to differences in the structural characteristics of the host countries, in particular, economic conditions (GDP). In order to examine the extent to which structural-level and individual-level characteristics affect support for different types of 'exclusion', I estimated a series of hierarchical-logistic models. This is a statistical procedure that allows the estimation of country-level effects while variations in individual level characteristics are controlled (Bryk and Raudenbush 1992) .
In Table 2 , I present three bi-level regression equations predicting the odds of becoming a member of a specific exclusionist group as a function of individual-level characteristics plus GDP, and size of the foreign population at the country-level 2 . The slopes of education and left-right political orientation are allowed to vary across countries. Previous research has shown that effect of education and left-right political orientation tend to vary across countries (Semyonov, Raijman and Gorodzeisky, 2006; Kunovich, 2004; Gorodzeisky and Semyonov, 2009) The results displayed in equation 1 (Table 2) show that the odds of supporting exclusion of all foreigners (total exclusionists) versus supporting the admittance of them all, at individual level, tend to increase with age and right wing political orientation, and to decrease with education. Also, the odds of becoming 'total exclusionists' tend to be higher among women, the unemployed and those who hold blue-collar occupations. In contrast, neither place of residence nor marital status exerts a significant effect on 'total exclusionism'. Not surprisingly and in a line with previous research (Castles and Miller, 1993; Dustmann, 2000; Esses et al., 2001; Fetzer, 2000; Raijman, Semyonov and Schmidt 2003; Schnapper, 1994; , support for 'total exclusionism' tends to be more pronounced among conservative (older and those holding a right-wing political ideology) and socio-economically weak populations. At the country-structural level, neither size of foreign population nor GDP exerts a significant effect on support for total exclusionism.
Equations 2 and 3 predict the relative odds of becoming a 'poor country exclusionist' or a 'rich country exclusionist' -in other words, to support exclusion on the basis of foreigners' country of origin economic standing. The results displayed in columns 2 and 3 (Table 2) reveal both similarities and differences in the way individual-level variables affect the two categories of exclusion (i.e. exclusion of foreigners from 'poorer European countries' and exclusion of foreigners from 'richer European countries'). The effects of marital status, place of residence, education and blue collar occupations are similar. However, the effect of The models presented in Table 2 also include interaction terms between education and GDP and between political orientation and GDP. The goal for introducing the interaction terms is to capture the extent to which impact of these two individual level variables (education and political orientation) on exclusionary views vary by economic conditions of host countries.
The insignificant interaction terms between education and GDP in all three models imply that relations between education and all types of exclusion (total exclusionism, poor country exclusionism and rich country exclusionism) do not vary by the economic conditions of host countries. The interaction terms between political orientation and GDP in equations 1 and 2 were found to be both positive and significant. This implies that the impact of political ideology on the odds of becoming total exclusionists and on the odds of becoming poor country exclusionists is higher among economically prosperous countries than among economically depressed societies. Figure 2 displays the effect of political ideology on the odds of supporting exclusion of foreigners from 'poorer countries in Europe' for averaged lower and upper quartiles of GDP. The figure illustrates that the views toward exclusion/admission of European foreigners from 'poorer countries' among citizens holding different political ideologies are more polarized in wealthier countries.
Discussion and Conclusion
In the present paper I suggest that the inclination to exclude or to admit foreigners to a society can be formed on the basis of a foreigners' country of origin economic standing.
Thus, a host country's population may prefer to exclude foreigners from relatively rich countries of origin than foreigners from relatively poor countries or vice versa. I further suggest that these differential preferences of foreigners from rich and poor countries of origin can interact with the economic conditions in the host country. This paper has focused exclusively on attitudes toward European immigrants, thus, it provides a unique opportunity to examine to a large extent attitudes toward immigration and immigration policies in Europe net of racial attitudes. values and identity of a society (Baumgartl, and Favell, 1995; Castles and Miller 1993; Raijman 2010; Wimmer 1997 ). According to this argument one would expect the effect of a right-wing political ideology on support for exclusion of foreigners from poorer and richer European countries to be identical, or in other words, 'blind' towards the economic However this explanation is not applicable for other relatively poor countries in Europe, such as Greece, Portugal, and Italy.
While economic conditions in a host country exert a significant effect on support for 'poor country exclusionism' and 'rich country exclusionism', the economic conditions do not exert a significant effect on support for 'total exclusionism' (regardless of foreigners' country of origin economic standing). These findings may provide a clue for explaining why empirical studies on the effect of economic conditions on discriminatory attitudes toward foreigners or immigrants have not produced consistent findings and conclusions (for more detailed discussion see Semyonov, Raijman and Gorodzeisky, 2008) . On the basis of the results presented in this paper, it is reasonable to suggest that economic conditions in the host country may exert a differential effect on exclusionary views toward different groups of foreigners.
Although beyond the scope of this study, there are additional (to economic standing and actual size of foreign population) possible macro-level explanations for anti-foreigner sentiment, such as different media coverage effects across countries (Allport 1979, p. 200; Blumer, 1958, p.3) , country-level variation in popularity of extreme right-wing parties (Semyonov, Raijman and Gorodzeisky 2006; Wilkes, Guppy and Farris, 2007) or intergroup contact effects at regional-level (Schlueter and Wagner, 2008) . These structural level characteristics of host places may also exert an impact on exclusionary views on the basis of a foreigner's country of origin economic standing. populations and as such they often become a target for discriminatory attitudes (e.g. Pettigrew, 1988; Semyonov, Raijman and Gorodzeisky, 2006) . C z e c h R e p u b l i c S l o v e n i a P o r t u g a l G r e e c e S p a i n I t a ly B e l g i u m F r a n c e G e r m a n y F i n l a n d A u s t r i a N e t h e r l a n d s U K S w e d e n I r e l a n d D e n m a r k S w i t z e r l a n d 
